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THE ESSENCE OF SUBJECTIVITY 


A specter is haunting the globe — the specter of post-liberalism. 


The new generation has spoken. It is fed up with the Enlightenment. 
The desire for a post-Enlightenment world has risen, time and time 
again, but the ideologies produced as solutions to fight it have 
proven oppressive and unworkable. 


Liberalism has proven itself to be poisonous to the clocks of society 
time and time again. The theocracies of the past proved oppressive, 
but the Enlightenment proved itself as an immediate patch rather 
than thoughtful solution, which ideals still haunt humanity to this 
day. The hyper-individualist and anti-humanity philosophies that 
arisen out of it continues to fracture society and poison politics, and 
any Opposition continues to fail, with liberalism continuously being 
the undefeated political champion. The time for passive critique and 
ideological rigidity 1s over. A new order must rise — one that can 
only be described as the revenant of Tantism. The political 
organization of “all but”, as it 1s decisively branded. 


And so it is turned to observe the cosmic truths of the world to 
come and produce a successor to the failures of Liberalism; creating 
a curating and happier and sufficient global society, as it is the 
nature of observing the whims of the human, and the systems that 
empower the human, and reconciling the systems with the long-term 
whims that empower the human. And so it is discovered, that 
through aligning society with the cosmic order, mass liberation 
occurs, and an effective rival to the liberal order 1s successfully 


produced. 


The Rebirth of a Nation 


In order to fully realize the potential of Tantism, and the alternate 
vision of modernity brought with it, the nation as a unifying 
cultural force must be reborn, and the people's spirit must reawaken. 
Looking back at the diversity of the ancient globe, and looking back 
at contempt with Itberalism, seeing as how it has eroded the culture 
of peoples across the globe. As people realize what they have lost, 
the disconnect from their ancestors realized through the institutions 
presented by liberalism, the People experience a communal 
reawakening, drawing them closer to a call for Tantism. It is not 
contradictory to have a disdain for the oppressive institutions 
presented by liberal democracy and embrace social and technological 
progress at the same time. In fact, it could be thought of as even 
complementary. Modernity should not be based on the simple facet 
of the freedom of the individual mind, but by reflecting on a shared 
community, one that the concept of nationalism was developed to 
explain. As nationalism explains, people should be unified based on 
their heritage and values shared within a national community. Not 
based on any facet of 1mmutable identity or social construct such as 
religion, politics or race; but a national shared culture, influence, 
legacy, history, and land. It is there, where the individual realizes his 
position in the world; not one of a singular individual with the right 
to unrestrained hedonistic values as they please, or one of a cog in 
the machine as such offered in a collective, but one of an inherited 
cultural community, that can only be represented by the social 
construct of a nation. 


Humanity, and the Foundations 


Objective civilization is the golden step of civilization that Man can 
has yet to realize. Objective civilization observes the values that 


psychologically stable people possess from birth. 


* Pursuit of things that affirms life, which is described as 
“good”; and initial denial of acts that that would trail into 
denial of life, described as “bad”, or “pain”. 

e Attempts to maintain some sense of human dignity, as such 
avoiding what that undermines long-time values. 

¢ The pursuit of a meaning and sufficiency with life: which man 
usually seeks to fulfill by aspects such as control, hedonism, 
tradition, etc. 

While not applicable to some humans, it does decently well at 
covering most of the needs of typical civilization, and every human 
action can be traced back to these impulses. In fact, it is easily done 
by any reader, being the best form of praxis and proof of validity. 
Realizing these values, Tantism rejects values such as supremacy or 
obedience, knowing that such beliefs are an insecure product of the 
desires illustrated above. Therefore, objective civilization is a belief 
that the future golden age of civilization will have these desires 
equally compromised and fulfilled for each member of civilization. 
Tantism is ultimately a want to pragmatically realize objective 
civilization. It is a form of practical idealism, using pragmatic and 
reasonable steps to realize an ultimate ideal. Tantism offers a new 
social ideology to help further in realizing this vision. It synthesizes 
utilitarianism with Burkean philosophy, creating a middle ground 
between conservatism and progressivism, rejecting conservatism’s 
harm, hierarchies and irrationality, while also rejecting the excessive 


individualism that progressivism wants at the expense of others. 
Unlike the original utilitarianism, the goal of “maximizing pleasure” 
is redefined in a dialectic way, considering dimensions beyond 
simplistic materialism, such as spiritually, collectively, naturally, long- 
term, and morally. It is proposed that pleasure should not be defined 
by materialism or hedonist lines, but that well-being and pleasure 
should be authentic and sustainable, and be possessed collectively. 
This produces a dialectic utilitarian ethic that is harder to object to 
than the original utilitarian ethic (or lack thereof). Applying this 
politically produces a new evolutative ethic in between conservatism 
and progressivism, reflecting on pre-ideological ways of thinking. 
The new “Evolutatism” produced here aims to capture thought before 
the era of religion and doctrine, focusing on moral progress and 
communal improvement without doing away with what works. 
Traditionalism is a dogmatic bastardization of the evolutative 
thought that came before it. Progressivism pretends to speak for 
everyone while being dogmatic, and is very subj ectively destructive. 
Thus comes the problem of people like pedophiles being 
progressives, reasoning being such that technically cultural norms 
hating pedophiles can be seen as “reactionary” and “oppressive” in 
their eyes. It 1s the entitled version of liberalism, and essentially it 
believes that because something inconveniences a subjective minority 
of people, minority will must be forced on the collective to appease 
this munority of people. It 1s purely nonsensical and horrible, not to 
mention that this doesn't solve the actual oppressive structures in the 
first place; it merely displeases the majority of the population living 
relatively normal lives. Such birthed conservatism. It is imperative 
that dogma is resisted and dialectical rationality must be used to 
solve such societal problems and not things such as traditionalism, 


progressivism, or conservatism. It is merely a return to thought 
before dogma, and the best kind. Dogma should not be trusted as 
Evolutatism invented most religions and most ideologies. However, 
it is not as easy as simply saying to return to dialectical rationality, 
which is why it was needed to invent a framework to measure it 
effectively. Such is dialectical utilitarianism. The Tantist technique 1s 
to humanize all sides and look to the problem underlying both sides, 
and make a solution to that, instead of a desperate appeal to either 


side. 


This approach would pave a pathway to fully satisfying both sides. 
As for the libertarian pursuit of liberty, it is quite understandable, 
but not necessarily absolute. Liberty as it 1s defined ts unjust; there 
should be no guarantee that a citizen has a right to cause displeasure 
in others or the community, but certain absolute human rights 
should always be guaranteed, as not only should the individual's 
autonomy be respected, as in a communal Harm Principle, but it 
also contributes to the nation: 


¢ Freedom of Speech 
¢ Freedom of Self-Defense 
* Respect from the State 


“Respect from the State” does not equate to the liberal pursuit of 
“liberty”; it is rather a humanist perspective. The Individual knows 
themselves well; thus, the state does not have the right to impose 
cruel activities such as privacy-breaching, surveillance, purely 
punitive justice, and silencing. 


How and Why with Civilization? 


We initially discussed the notion of an “Objective Civilization”. 
However, what are the other civilizations? For one, they are more 
accurately called “modes of organization” as while many of them 
entail stages, all of them can exist at the same time, similarly to the 
modes of production in Karl Marx’s economic theories. When they 
coexist with other modes of organization, they are called simply 
modes of organization. When they cover most of the world, they are 
called civilizations; such that Tantism would start out as an objective 
organization, but that Tantism would wish to cover most of the 
world some day and become an “objective civilization”. The word 
civilization is applicable to the current mode of organization the 
reader is situated in; as discussed before this is called the “Subjective 
Civilization”, which ts the mode of organization promoted by 
liberalism and Enlightenment thinkers. In this mode, it is barely 2) 
mode of organization, as the individual as their own sovereign entity 
with no obligations to the world except for their own self-interest 
and coercion of others. Originally, when it was invented, it sought to 
make elitism and privilege more accessible through making them 
based on merit and connection rather than birthright. We see that 
the world evolved through different stages of civilization which all 
transformed into modes of organization through resisting states and 
political revenants such as Anarchism and Reactionary politics. For 
the sake of documentation, it should be noted all modes of 
organization and their places in history. 


Humanity begins with perhaps the complete absence of 
organization, 

Here, it is understood that humanity at this mode is yet another 
species in the diverse area of nature and as such prioritized primal 
instincts. It was an anarchy confined to the laws and competition of 
nature; here, the extended family was at the center of society with 
only one principle; survival at all costs. It is theorized that tribes ran 
through a hunter gather model and food and other natural goods 
were distributed according to need. Of course, as survival was 
optimized, humanity developed itself and the world around it, and 
needs became more abstract. 


Lessons can be deducted from this, as it was the purest state of 
humanity. One lesson that can derived is that the nuclear family is a 
liberal construct developed as the degenerative instances of 
promoting individualism while promoting the family structure; as 
the liberals thereby are masters of seamlessly structuring society to 
reflect their beliefs. The true center of society, before being quietly 
and gradually destroyed by the imperialist forces of natural 
liberalism, is the extended family, supported by the weight of mutual 
hierarchies, sufficiently egalitarian enough to allow autonomy but 
not too much to come to disorder. This natural state of order ts 
reflected in the principles of symbiotic individualism. Another ts 
how easily humanity is mold-able by what it is structured by. 


The second mode of organization 1s what I shall personally refer to 
as objective anarchism, where a neat-objective civilization arisen in an 
abstract development from de-civilization, as objective civilization 
being the natural law-order of humanity, tempered by just how early 


humanity was in any sense of development beyond survival. Thus 
motivated by materialistic causes of excess motivated by self- 
sufficient survival, humanity grew out of it and more into the new 
abstract motivations, seamlessly allowing a judicial mode of organization 
to develop and replace it. 


Now, judicial modes of organization are based around a noble 
individual and the right to rule. Mitigating the end games of 
objective anarchism, it eventually turned into a way to accumulate 
control in hands of a singular individual and the one-sided hierarchy 
imposed on the People of the Land. This ts the civilization that 
people such as reactionaries desire to go back, and that the people 
who invented subjective civilization despise. A judicial civilization 
can be identified by a regard for the common good over autonomy, 
the right to rule, and an authoritarian state. 


The current mode of organization that most of humanity lives in is 
subjective civilization. It 1s a radical transformation of every principle of 
humanity under one principle; this is why subjective civilizations and 
judicial civilizations have intense rivalry with each other. Subjective 
civilization prioritizes an individual as a state above all, and thus 
seeks to re-imagine everything under this condition. If the reader 
lives ina subjective civilization, their perception of every facet of 
humanity has been completely severed by the radical re-imagining of 
humanity done under subjective civilization. Even principles 
considered “conservative” in a subjective civilization, such as the 
“nuclear family”, are actually individualized versions of the extended 
family, created to minimize all of the family as much as possible, 
while allowing it to seamlessly integrate and gradually restructure a 


society that could be considered traditionalist; thus only left with 
the front-line essentials; the parents and the offspring. In particular, 
subjective civilization emphasizes individualism, relativism, and 
competition. Despite being able to somewhat restructure most of 
humanity, it often comes in direct conflict with the needs of 
humanity, and as this conflict continues, it produces much more evil 
than good. In fact, it can be argued that liberalism has completely 
destroyed the worlds it has exported itself to in the long-term, and 
the subversive products of it need to be rejected for natural 
alternatives. The quote that “the truth leans liberal” is accurate, not 
in genuine facts of reality, but that liberalism has spent all of its 
timeline radically changing very facets of humanity and the world in 
the places it inhabits to work against the truths of the human mind 
itself to serve the ego of the individual; even as most people cannot 
identify this problem, they feel quite a tension against all liberal 
constructs, whether this be the nuclear family or otherwise. However, 
it shows how easily society can be reverted back to the natural order. 
For the record — “classical liberals”, “libertarians”, and Western 
“conservatives” all contribute to this system despite their opposition 
to neoliberalism, so it is imperative to treat them equally. 


Lastly, there 1s objective civilization; the goal of Tantism. Objective 
civilization aims to reflect 3 natural principles of modern humanity: 
life-affirmation, dignity, and sufficiency. It is the fusion of objective 
anarchism and modernity. Society here is structured so that 
humanity cooperatively works for the common good and maintains 
harmonious relations with their communities and nature. It is simply 
the natural state of modernity. 


The Role of Individual and the Nation 


As explained before, the individual ts not just their own person, but 
part of a national community. Hence, the nation is not something A 
citizen can “defy” and the individual is not something the state must 
obey; The Nation is a community defined by their culture, heritage, 
and the state they live in. Everyone actively contributes to this nation 
and the national community reflects people’s contributions; 
therefore, it is only wise to adopt a “symbiotic individualism”, as 
this is the truth. The individual 1s composed of decentralized sets of 
communities which grow in size the further it goes. It starts with the 
individual, then the family, then the area, then the state, then the 
region, then finally the national community. While an individual has 
a duty to honor, contribute to, defend his nation, it is important to 
respect the individual, because they contribute to Objective 
Civilization and the community. In Rome, this was called res publica, 


and these values still hold up well today. 


The state, when broken down, 1s essentially more capable members 
of the community upholding the nation and defending it from 
degeneracy through legislation and borders. Unfortunately, this does 
not scale well with the inevitability of human greed; eventually, 
instead of everyone having an equal scale in the community, with the 
most capable members upholding national interests and protecting it 
from unfavorable influences, it has turned into a bureaucracy with 
the leaders protecting it not for the nation but the pursuit of power. 
In Tantism, it is very important that the leader of a nation is not a 
dominion, but a steward. So, while rejecting liberal democracy and 
authoritarianism, continuous / regular mechanisms should most likely 
be implemented for the public to have the right to revoke a leader(s); 


as well, the leader should be confined to a constitution revoking the 
power to change the fundamentals of a Tantist state and abuse power 
over citizens; and it can even be argued that it should eventually 
wither away to prevent the system from rising again. With a 
disrespect to individualism, the public generally knows what is right 
for the nation; they will allow a compassionate leader who defends 
the nation, and they will revoke a power-tripping leader who wishes 
to reign supreme over the people. 


There are often accusations that nationalism comes to the arise of 
such of xenophobia and racism. This is blatantly untrue, as the 
nation is the modern evolution of the tribe. Tantism 1s not 
xenophobic, but rather resists domination of foreign interests — 
nationalism and internationalism is not contradictory, but 
complementary. A nation is simply the evolved form of tribalism. 
No nation is superior, but an individual ought to feel connected to 
the community they were born in. 


Tantism is opposed to colonialism and imperialism; and it will 
reconnect victims of cultural imperialism with the original culture. 
“Assimilation” into foreign invading cultures ought to be avoided at 
all costs. This only produces a lost people, not defined by a national 
community, but the culture exported from cosmopolitan empires 
seeking domination over other cultures, believing them to be 
“savage” and “unfit for life”. Such as was found in the 
implementations of liberalism. However, foreign integration can be 
welcomed, as learning from other cultures only develops a stronger 
cultural identity. It is domination that must be resisted at all costs. 


AStudy in Modernity 


The notions of division experienced in the generation of modernity 
are by no mistake the faults of liberalism and progressivism. 


The centrist and left-winger has the belief that liberals and 
progressives are simply seeking to maintain equality between people. 
This is blatantly wrong. Progressivism, as it stands, is a disingenuous 
fusion of liberalism and the Anti-Enlightenment tradition. As the 
belief that munority pleasures have the right to be pleased, it seeks to 
impose the wills of vocal minorities onto the collective without any 
consideration for the voices of the dense population and dis-vocal 
minority. [his is all but a collectivist corruption of the stances taken 
by the radical faction of Liberals during the revolution of the 
Enlightenment. The Progressive stances do not do anything about 
oppressive traditions and institutions and instead seek to cause the 
most division and displeasure in people to equate to immediate 
gratification fora munority. For this reason, Iantism is opposed to 
the classification of “Progressive”, and opposes itself to most 
mainstream ideologies classifying themselves as such. However, it is 
not to say conservatism 1s not at fault; in the West, what ts classified 
as “conservatism” 1s just what can better be classified as the true 
form of liberalism, using an appeal to tradition. It only makes sense 
to call them conservatives, doesn't it? However, what is Western 
“liberalism” is now what can be effectively described as ideological 
capitalism; trying to appeal to as many left-wingers as possible by 
endorsing their concepts and using their terminology, even if they 
do not know what it means. The “western liberals” are Democratic 
not just in governance and party, but in ideology; marketing on 
whatever appeals to the public the most, passively accepting the 


ideologies presented by the Western “left” in a mission to obtain 
and preserve their power. This is in comparison to Republicans, who 
consistently make an appeal to the ordinary man and the order 
America was founded upon; constitutions, democracy, capitalism, 
and liberty. Thus Republicans are the true individualists, and Western 
liberals are the ideological capitalists. Essentially, the current state of 
modernity can also be directly attributed to the ideologies upheld by 
Republicans; making appeals to hedonism, consumerism, and 
capitalism in the facade of tradition and family. It can now be 
understood that the current definitive systems of social organization 
are obsolete and provoke unprecedented evils. As referred to in the 
previous paragraph, it should be only wise to call for a new social 
organization of dialectical individualism reflecting on the truthful 
symbiotic relationship with the individual and the nation; the nation 
shapes them, and they contribute to shaping the nation. Before the 
existence of states and the tyranny that unfortunately came with the 
then-new invention, cultures were shaped democratically. This means 
that there would be no will imposed on each other, rather the will of 
consensus. [his is a tradition that Tantism seeks to revive with the 
new form of social organization known as “symbiotic 
individualism”. 


So, what exactly is the concept of “symbiotic individualism”? The 
belief in the will of the consensus; the respect for individual 
autonomy with care to respect the autonomy of others and to 
respect and preserve the communal bonds the individual forms. It 
recognizes the reality of society, which is the interdependence of the 
many communities the individual is naturally situated in. It is not a 
surprise that Liberalism later took on a communitarian facade, as 


even most individualist ideologies eventually had to accept the truth 
of natural inter-dependency. Even in a liberal world, the individual 
does not live on his own. Therefore it 1s insane to adopt any kind of 
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individualist” principles. 


With this known, Tantism adopts the notion of progress based on 
dialectical needs. Oppression must be eliminated; the population 
cannot be made discontent to please small notions deriving from 
subjectivity. Things cannot be normalized while knowingly cast as 
un-normal. 


With this, what is dialectical progress? What can modern-day 
progressives and conservatives learn from it? 


The concept of dialectical progress believes that only when the 
beliefs and circumstances underlying both sides of a problem are 
rediscovered and reconciled can a problem be solved. As referred to 
before, this is the Tantist technique, and does less for discontent. 
With a respect to tradition, with a respect to liberation. It is possible 
to syne an unfazed world with new concepts, but dogmatic 
progressives refuse to clue on this. The concepts introduced by 
modern progressives equates to a child becoming mad about being 
forced about going to bed, and not actually a left-wing ideology at 
all. There is no oppression, there 1s no logic, there 1s no liberation 
except for the child's right to go to bed later than commanded by his 
parent. “Conservatism” is not an actual ideology. It ts older society 
coming to gripes with the injustices of the systems they live under 
and believing it should be preserved because the alternatives scare 
them. Therefore, it is not a coherent ideology and “conservatives” 


should be given no thought within the modern political landscape. 
This leaves us with the perennial evolutative ethic offered by 
Tantism, emphasizing symbiotic individualist values. These are the 
only way that the war between Conservatives and Progressives will be 
solved. As problems can easily be solved in respect to both sides of a 
conflict, but as traced back to Civilizational internal forces, man 
desires control, and taking sides provide this control through a sense 
of moral superiority. It is not that hard to progress with a respect to 
tradition; of coursel, it is the forces of Subjective and Judicial 
Civilization that motivates people to tribalize themselves and believe 
that only a thesis and an antithesis can exist. This is misguided, 
weak, Subjective Civilized thinking that Tantism will come to 
eliminate naturally. Just a simple look at this manifesto will make 
people realize it 1s quite easy to make everyone happy without 
sacrificing either. The trick for conservatives is familiarity, so 
progress should be made as to seamlessly integrate into the current 
society; the trick for progressives is an option of happiness, to use a 
dialectical utilitarian method in approach to the Conservative- 
Progressive crusade; how does one not know this before! It is quite 
unfortunate that Subjective Civilization has convinced the human 
race into not going into such a compromise mode. Perhaps at the 
root of the problem is that the world as we know it has only existed 
under tyrannical or liberal democratic governments, so when 
progressivism as a concept started picking up steam, it was 
corrupted as to drive tensions of whoever opposed one that was for 
progressivism. Such that Tantism can dissolve the forces proposing 
such division and promote a synthesis culture, as the battle between 
a destructive ideology and a nonexistent ideology used to excuse 
injustice 1s not one that must be suffered in modernity. 


Symbiosis of the Universe 


As stated before, Tantism is natural law, and as such as it views the 
currently existing laws of social organization asinine. Units cannot 
be defied except for in dignity. Each and every singular in the 
communities work together in the will of consensus to construct 
and hold up together. The obvious to do is to adopt a symbiotic 
approach to hierarchies and social organization and to radically 
restructure constructs according to this. Symbiotic individualism 
gives a guide and will to work towards the human construction of 
the common good without command or the view of it as an 
abstract. 


The rise of hierarchies in themselves can be seen as the will of 
control and superiority taking rise over the hierarchies of symbiotic 
individualism. Originally, and even in the modern world documented 
in nature as observed by the concept of mutualism, humanity 
engaged in hierarchies that were constructed as such that both guide 
and benefit each other. However, the civilizational force of control 
took over these new hierarchies, eventually enforcing one sided 
hierarchies based on abstract concepts such as the birthright, 
superiority, higher knowledge. In naturality, human is interdependent 
with everyone else in the multiple communities it is situated in. In 
fact, this is true of every civilization; the “self-made” man in 
capitalism is merely a lie, as the forces of demand are an example of 
symbiosis: the “self-made” man is only made in so far as dependency 
on the forces of supply and customer demand, and the man cannot 
make himself without this demand. 


The universe and everything it possesses is interdependent on each 
other. Why make such a blatantly false claim, such, of the individual 
himself being sovereign, when even ina hyper-individualist ideology, 
inter-dependency still exists? 


It can be traced to the force of autonomy. As is the natural instinct 
of the individual to assume and inflate to then conquer their role in 
a nation — whether this be with every human, a “superior” 
individual, or a “superior” group. This is the force that invented 
construct considered evil in modern societies such as rigid 
hierarchies, leadership, governance... Perhaps it 1s the over- 
development of a human to the abstract that invented this, thus 
giving a coherent justification for such nonsensical feelings as “the 
right to rule’, “the triumph of the will’, “the superiority of a 
thought”? It is not to restrict autonomy, as pre-ideological society 
operated on a will of consensus, but for the individual and the 
individuals to cooperate with the will of consensus. As this is 
realized, only then can corrupted political absolutists such as liberals 
and anarchists truly know the state of the concept of liberation and 
freedom: a society based on the will of consensus. The will of the 
consensus is the only definition of a genuine “common good’; as 
the regular concept of a “common good” in itself is an abstract 
concept, left undefined and dictated by a single individual on the 
concept of their perceived moral superiority, however only consensus 
can dictate a true common good, as the truth of the “common 
good” is not known, and any one human cannot be tasked with 
discovering the common good. So there on it 1s discovered that only 
symbiotic individualism can dissolve the truth of the common good, 


by the individual being shaped by and shaping the community. 


Tantism as a Revenant 
(and the Systems fear) 


Many would say that Tantism as it is known was created in this 
book, including the reader. This is not true. Tantism is perennial; I 
have only taken the duty of finalizing it into a concrete system and 
philosophy, because I am frustrated with with the exploitative liberal 
system and the damage it has done onto society. It was imperative to 
broadcast such an ideology out to this world as Enlightenment 
ideologies remain an undefeated champion, with Enlightenment 
forces easily being able to victimize any opposition to it. The 
concepts behind it ts simply a reflection of the natural order that 
people have attempted to describe since before civilization existed. It 
is clear that one who revolts against the modern world ought to 
come to call himself a Tantist. Tantism applies universally and 
reflects the natural structures of humanity, while judicialism and 
liberalism does not. What will be known ts that once Tantism gets 
into the mainstream, it will be the designated enemy of subj ective 
civilization. It is truly a revenant, and a revolt against the unjust 
world we live in, as it has been revived in the time it is needed most 
— the downfall of the liberal system. Tantism has evolved since it 
was first brought to life with the Earth, and it has evolved to 
humanity's needs through every time in history, yet it was usually 
never adopted long-time. Only now can it be fully realized and 
broadcast to the public, and at the best time! Tantism will reconcile 
the gap between history and modernity, and it will do it with a smile 
on its face, as the exploitative institutions erode, and as the Jantists 
revolt against and overthrow the system; as one could only hope for. 
Tantism has revived its self-awareness to reclaim the internals of the 
world from liberals, and to make it natural again. As it stands, 


Tantism is the ultimate manifestation of what the common good truly 
means. Before the forces of cultural imperialism came to force, 
primitive Tantism was practiced; even after the state come to force, 
Tantism was practiced, and some of it could even be found in the 
Pax Romana era. Jantism aligns itself with cosmic truth, and the truth 
of humanity; of course, one cannot claim to know objective truth, 
but Tantism aligns itself with nature itself; cosmic nature, human 
nature, constructed reality, and earth’s nature. Tantism was not 
created, and it is not a belief system, it is a natural order discovered 
by observing historical timelines. Even after the rise of rule over 
reason, [antist principles only fell out of proportion after the radical 
restructuring of the world done by liberals. Isn't that strange? 


Therefore, even I as an author cannot lay claim to the creation of the 
Tantist framework as I did not create it. I invented frameworks and 
methods to effectively implement it and gave it a branding. Tantism 
was not created by anyone; it was a creation of nature and reason. It 
can effectively be understood as attempting to make humanity align 
with the natural rhythms of the universe. 


Thus, Tantism cannot be described as left-wing, right-wing, 
authoritarian, libertarian, an ideology, a philosophy, a framework, or 
a worldview; Iantism is Tantism. Iantism cannot be described in 
political terms because Tantism is not describable through the 
artificial constructs of man; Jantism is natural law. It ts not all of 
them, it 1s not none of them, it is not some of them, it is Tantism. It 
cannot be categorized because it is simply what the world is. 

It is not a belief system, it 1s [antism. And Tantism is only what can 
be described as an ideological and philosophical revenant. 


